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In some jurisdictions, the state constitution requires every law imposing a tax to state distinctly the object of the tax 
and to only apply funds to that object, such provisions being mandatory. 


In some jurisdictions, the state constitution requires every law imposing a tax to state distinctly the object of the tax and to 
only apply funds to that object.! Such provisions are mandatory,’ and all tax statutes must comply therewith.* However, such 
provisions apply only to the ordinary and general taxes for state purposes, and such as are imposed generally on all the 
taxable property in the state, and not to local taxes for local purposes,’ or to specific taxes,’ or such as are in the nature of 
license, excise, inspection, or occupation fees.° Likewise, these provisions do not apply to curative statutes validating a tax 
levy or to statutes delegating power to municipalities to levy taxes.’ Nor do such provisions apply to an amendment of a tax 
statute provided that the statute which originally imposed the tax sufficiently stated its object. It is sufficient if the statute 
states in general terms, without greater detail, that the taxes are to be applied to the ordinary and current expenses of the state’ 
or to its general fund. '° 
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i N.D.—Gange v. Clerk of Burleigh County Dist. Court, 429 N.W.2d 429 (N.D. 1988). 

s N.D.—Brye v. Dale, 64 N.D. 41, 250 N.W. 99 (1933). 

i Fla.—Board of Public Instruction of Brevard County v. State Treasurer, 231 So. 2d 1 (Fla. 1970). 
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